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O6-1 This comment is introductory in nature and does not 

raise an environmental issue for which a response is 

required. Specific comments on the Proposed Project 

are addressed below. 

O6-2 Issues raised in this comment were considered and 

addressed in the Draft Program Environmental Impact 

Report (DPEIR; see Section 2.3.3.1). The Proposed 

Project is located outside the range of kit foxes 

(Vulpes macrotis).  

O6-3 The commenter is referred to the response to comment 

F1-6.  In addition, data on avian mortality at other 

solar projects is not relevant to the DPEIR analysis of 

potential avian impacts associated with the Proposed 

Project, given that the presence of avian species, 

migratory patterns, and potential avian collision risk 

are very site specific, and therefore project-specific. 
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O6-4 Please refer to common responses WR1 and WR2. 

O6-5 The County of San Diego (County) acknowledges the 

concerns related to air quality provided in this 

comment; however, impacts related to fugitive dust 

were adequately analyzed in DPEIR Section 2.2.3.2. 

Particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5) emissions were 

estimated for the Proposed Project and project design 

features and mitigation measures have been identified 

to reduce impacts related to fugitive dust emissions 

during construction.  

Moreover, as stated in Section 2.2.2 of the DPEIR, the San 

Diego Air Pollution Control District’s (SDAPCD’s) 

Regulation IV: Prohibitions; Rule 55: Fugitive Dust, 

regulates fugitive dust emissions from any commercial 

construction activity capable of generating fugitive dust 

emissions beyond the project site (SDAPCD 2009). 

Compliance with this rule would further minimize fugitive 

dust impacts. Furthermore, County Code Section 87.428 

requires that “All clearing and grading shall be carried out 

with dust control measures adequate to prevent creation of 

a nuisance to persons or public or private property.” PDF-

AQ-1 is incorporated to minimize fugitive dust during 

construction activities and to comply with County Code 

Section 87.428. Occurrences of a fugitive dust violation 

can be reported to the SDAPCD, which would investigate 

the complaint, and to County staff. Regarding fugitive 

dust following completion of construction activities, 



Response to Comments 

October 2015  7345 

Final PEIR O6 5 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

fugitive dust reduction measures including the application 

of a nontoxic soil stabilizer, reseeding, or other acceptable 

methods that would be applied annually, have been 

incorporated as conditions of project approval to reduce 

fugitive dust impacts. In addition, Mitigation Measure M-

BI-PP-5, as described in Section 2.3.6.1 of the DPEIR, 

requires the development of a project-specific fugitive 

dust control plan.  

Incorporation of project design features PDF-AQ-1, 

PDF-AQ-2, and fugitive dust reduction measures that 

would be implemented as conditions of project 

approval; implementation of Mitigation Measure M-

BI-PP-5; and compliance with SDAPCD Rule 55 as 

identified in the DPEIR to control fugitive dust during 

construction and operation will, in turn, reduce the 

impacts associated with Valley Fever in the Proposed 

Project area.  In addition, health impacts related to 

toxic air contaminants were evaluated in DPEIR 

Section 2.2.3.3 and found to be less than significant. 

O6-6 The comment is acknowledged and will be included in 

the Final Program Environmental Impact Report 

(FPEIR) for review and consideration by the decision 

makers. Please refer to common response WR1 for 

information regarding water demand during 

construction and operation.  

O6-7 The comment is acknowledged and will be included in 

the FPEIR for review and consideration by the 
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decision makers. Regarding wind speeds, Mitigation 

Measure M-BI-PP-5, as described in Section 2.3, 

Biological Resources, would be implemented. M-BI-

PP-5 requires that construction activities occurring on 

unpaved surfaces be discontinued when wind speeds 

exceed 25 miles per hour (mph) and when those 

activities cause visible dust plumes. All grading 

activities shall be suspended when wind speeds are 

greater than 30 mph. The County believes these limits 

are sufficient with respect to controlling fugitive dust 

during construction. 

O6-8 This comment raises concerns regarding impacts to 

scenic visual resources, including glare. Impacts to 

scenic vistas, existing visual character or quality, and 

existing views resulting from new sources of light and 

glare were analyzed in Chapter 2.1, Aesthetics, of the 

DPEIR (see Sections 2.1.3.1 through 2.1.3.3). These 

subsections analyze the impacts of individual solar 

farm developments and also consider the combined 

effects of implementation of the Tierra del Sol, 

Rugged, LanEast, and LanWest solar farms (i.e., the 

Proposed Project). Where a potentially significant 

impact has been identified, the text in the document 

has been made bold for clarity. Mitigation measures 

and conclusions were presented in Section 2.1.6 and 

2.1.7 of the DPEIR.  The County acknowledges that 

there are significant and unavoidable impacts related 

to scenic vistas, visual character, and glare. 
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O6-9 This comment raises concerns regarding employment 

and property values. These topics were not evaluated 

in the DPEIR since they are not related to 

environmental impacts (see 14 CCR 15131). The 

information in this comment will be presented to 

decision makers for their consideration during the 

hearing process for the Proposed Project. 

O6-10 The County acknowledges the commenters’ support 

for the No Project Alternative. The decision makers 

will consider all information in the FPEIR and related 

documents before making a decision on the Proposed 

Project. The information in this comment will be 

provided in the FPEIR for review and consideration by 

the decision makers.  The County disagrees that 

hydrology, wildlife, or public health would be 

threatened by the Project, as any potential impacts to 

water resources, biological resources, or air quality 

have been mitigated to below a level of significance. 

References  

14 CCR 15000–15387 and Appendices A–L. Guidelines for 

Implementation of the California Environmental Quality 

Act, as amended. 

SDAPCD (San Diego Air Pollution Control District). 2009. Rules 

and Regulations, Regulation IV, Prohibitions, Rule 55: 

Fugitive Dust. Adopted June 24, 2009; effective 

December 24, 2009. 



Response to Comments 

October 2015 7345 

Final PEIR O6 8 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

 


